The Bicentennial 1813-1815
Historical Importance and Historiographical Reflection In his essay on the Netherlands, Matthijs Lok compares attempts in the 1810s and 1820s to relate the return of Orange with history to more recent historiographical interpretations.
Lok emphasizes the lack of consensus in determining a compelling link to the past in the early years of Orangist rule, including differences in how to judge the relationship between '1572' and '1813'. Putting the new kingdom on a legitimizing historical footing was made more difficult by the amalgamation of South and North, and the new king William I (Willem I) chose in effect to highlight only the most recent past (Waterloo) and forget more distant histories, including the not-so-distant Batavian and Napoleonic periods. This 'forgetting' of the French period was adopted by Dutch historians up to the 1980s, but Lok notes that this since has largely been forum corrected with a clear-headed eye for the continuities between the Batavians and the new Orangist regime. At the same time, the author points to a number of unanswered questions about breaks and continuities, such as the lack of research on what broadly can be termed the Napoleonic period (1801-1813) and its impact on subsequent developments.
In her essay on the Dutch East Indies, Alicia Schrikker offers an appraisal of how to understand the 'old' and 'new' of the Dutch colonial regime on Java that followed the brief British administration of Sir Stamford Raffles. In one important aspect Schrikker tends to uphold the traditional emphasis on the 'new' character of the regime. Though she downplays the older emphasis on an ostensible competition between 'liberal' and 'conservative' visions of how to rule the Indies, she also argues that king William and his advisors, in their belief in a progress-oriented bureaucracy that would transform Java, did usher in a new political vision, even if this belief was at the same time deeply orientalist and, ultimately, illusory. At the same time, Schrikker carefully suggests on the basis of recent historiography that William's 'new' regime relied on practices that to a large degree stemmed from the Dutch East India Company, including use of its old patronage network, its codes of conduct and -through the creation of the Nederlandsche Handel-Maatschappij and the cultivation system -its return to a mercantilist model with the support of Javanese landed elites. Schrikker also points to areas that require more research and which will probably underscore more continuities between the ancien régime and the new kingdom, such as the presumably persistent role of Chinese business leaders and Javanese nobility in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.
In contrast to these stories that tend to place the accent on continuity with an earlier period, Gita Deneckere's essay on Belgium emphatically argues for discontinuity. The On behalf of the Editorial Board, james kennedy
